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1 .Claims 5-8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

2.Claims 29-40 and 42 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

S.CIaims 29-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 29 and 41 and their dependent claims are rejected as indefinite in 
depending from a method claim. The particulars of the method should be inserted in 
the preamble of claims 29 and 41 and these should be made independent claims. 

4.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 9-17, 25, 41 and 43-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Slyk in view of Matos et al. 

Slyk discloses the basic claimed method of obtaining an optical lens from a 
polymerizable material and device therefor, the primary reference teaching a mold 
made of two spaced apart shells (10 and 1 1) and an annular seal (15) comprising 
means (18 and 19) for cooperating with the periphery of the shells to define a molding 
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cavity, the seal being flexible (col. 2, lines 59-61 ) to allow for an elastic compression 
thereof during the forming of the lens (col. 3, lines 30-34) and having a fill hole (see Fig. 
4) provided in the annular seal away from means 10 and 1 1 . Given that the mold 
assembly must be assembled prior to introducing the polymerizable material into the 
mold cavity, it is submitted inherent in the method and the device that the mechanical 
external force supplied by the spring clamp 20 is being applied prior to and during the 
filling of the material into the mold cavity. Essentially, the primary reference fails to 
explicitly disclose that the mold shells are moved together prior to releasing the external 
force. Matos et al discloses a lens molding method and device wherein a force is 
applied to two molding shells (20 and 23) located within a nest structure (30) to ensure 
that the shells and polymerizable material stay in intimate contact during the curing — 
and shrinkage- of the material. It is well known in the art that lens formulations typically 
shrink during curing and one of ordinary skill in the art would have ensured that the 
clamp arrangement of the primary reference would compensate for this shrinkage and 
move the shells toward each other during the curing to ensure the accurate formation of 
the lens. It is submitted that the additional limitations of the dependent claims are 
conventional and would have been within the skill level of the art. For instance, a boss 
around the filling hole would have been obvious to ensure proper filling. Actuators and 
a control center would have been obvious to ensure that the mold cavity is accurately 
filled and the polymerizable material evenly cured. Sleeves would be an obvious 
mechanical equivalent to the arm (35) of Matos et al. The instant receiving unit of 
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claims 15-17 and 46-48 is submitted to be obvious over the nest (30) structure of IVIatos 
et al. 

5.Claims 2-4, 18-24, 26-28 and 49-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Slyk in view of Matos et al and Sarofeen. 

Slyk and Matos et al disclose the basic claimed method and device as set forth in 
paragraph 4, supra, the references essentially lacking the aspect of a plug for plugging 
the hole in the seal and a plugging station. Sarofeen discloses a plug (22 and 24) that 
is used to plug the holes made in a gasket and such would have been an obvious 
modification to the method and device of Slyk to ensure that the hole remains plugged. 
It would have been obvious to have set up filling and plugging stations adjacent to each 
other so that the processing would be streamlined. Employing a blind hole would have 
been an obvious feature over the holes shown in either of Slyk or Sarofeen. 

B.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
121 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 
August 13, 2008 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



